March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comunissioners . :
¢/o Federal Communications Commission REGE'VED
1919 M Street N.W.,, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 APR 2 1997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioncrsm mmmm%m"“‘ Commission

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the M__F_’ﬁ' (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating s{stem as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system; '

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

interely, 1
Your Name

Town, State 2;/,'7“ 7%~./
f—{&u_?o V\-'L/ No. of Conies rec’d
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission :
oo Federal Commumications Commission RECEIVED
1919 M St. NW, Rm_ 222

Wash. D.C. 20554 WMMM APR 2 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Federal %““ﬂ“‘ Comeission

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
~ __to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what 1s appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents infonnation about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their chiidren. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this systemn does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language; '

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parenis. Further, that uny rating sysiem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents. -

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
tamilies. , |

Sinrerely

Maisswwawa)y

‘76 L:ééh@ -/ - _
Galisades Pr  pPOT.
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 RECENED
Wash D.C. 20554 | 9
APR
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: WMOOPYOHGM. o 1”7
dara| Gummunicmons Commission
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Offce of Secratasy

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
CWCefiapn Hilcs ScHiw 2 74 tovoice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presenied by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implemeniation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonsirate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do net believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, § for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be

made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program,;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it moots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chiidren and
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NEW JERSEY PTA © March 13,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 —— .

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Fedom Communications Commjgg;
Office of Secretary on

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
10 voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
ptesmbdbmekValmﬁ,clmroflheTVR&hnghnplmmhhmerp on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 18 best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not inchude content information
about programs such as V for Vielence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequenily during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that uny rating sysiem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determinge if it mects the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on arj issue so important to children and
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5000 Timber Ridge Road * Marietta, Georgia 30068 * 640-4808

March 14, 1997 : '

aE .
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners oo ' iECEIVED

/o Federal C ications Commissi

Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street NW, Room 222 . APR 2 1997

Washington, DC 20554 der Communjcay; -

e-mail address: vchip@fecc.gov Office of‘?mmmm“’"
7-5 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

1 am writing o voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper, demoastrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system docs 30, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

e The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

*  The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program; v

e The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

Thamkiwaorthisoppommitytoeonnmmanissuesohnportgmtochﬂdreuandfamilies. /

. No. of Copies rec'd
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March 1997

RECEY i
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners CEIVE D
c/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 APR 2 1999

Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET FILE COPY ORKINALScrmuncasns

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the h@u%__%&(local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Pirents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely, )

Your Name WM%

Town, State & W}&
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ;
c/o Federal Communications Commission R&CE’ VE D

1919 M Street N.W.,, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 DOOKET ALE mmm APR 2 199
. oray

Commyp,
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: om'f.': Z'ﬁﬂon

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the &f‘h' ‘,{2%2 (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely, . .
: 7% 47’ o™

Your Name

7. v
Town, State QQ/WTO 7/1 )/ )
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March 1997 RECEIVED

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners APR 2 ‘997
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission .

1919 M Street N.W,, Room 222 M“Em'mmmmunmns Commission

Washington, DC 20554 Office of Secretary
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the W dis-~
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating s¢stem as presented by Jack

Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

¢ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating systern approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, % %W ﬂ /M

Your Name

| Town, Sate 227 %/Wn %

No. of Copies rec'd
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BARBARA S. KEIGLER

11600 Mayfair Field Drive Timonium, MD 21093 (410) 561-3344

March 14, 1997 BORYET FLE COPY ORGINAL RECEIVED

APR 2 1997
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners Federal Communicati insi
c/o Federal Communications Commission o“&ﬂ%ﬂns Commission
1919 M Street N.-W_, Room 222 Sarstary

Washington, D.C. 20554
Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and 6th district to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system

does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I would request
the following:

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

e That the rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Very truly yours,
% /6% e

: ’ No. of Co
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RE
c/o Federal Communications Commission__ - . ' CE ,
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL VED

Washington, DC 20554 | APR 2 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Fadera Communicatiq
Offica of ns Commission

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the %f_“gg_ﬂidi cal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-

dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system,;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

incerel
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners R ECE IVE D
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 APR 2 1097

Washingon, DC 20554 DOCKET FLE COPY ORIBMALLurnus e
v mmn;fmm%mmMion

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ‘

| - Sete
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the}/b‘/ N &c;cal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating systen{ as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

wosime V120, et
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RE CEIVE
c/o Federal Communications Commission D
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 Arp 9

Washington, DC 20554

WMMW

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Offlcaofs”r’;fyOMM;g‘io
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

[ am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ' (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sipcerely, _

Town, State
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners REC
¢/o Federal Communications Commission ECE IVE D
1919 M Street N.W,, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 DOGKET FLE COPY Omﬁlm APR 2 109y

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: " %o';'&";'mns Commission
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ﬁzﬁMﬂocﬂ, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rdting system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory |
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

¢ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincgrely, in
Town, State Z G’dj MM_ /\7
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TAMMY J. GLICK

15945 COUNTRY LANE EAST
PLATTE CITY, MO 64079
($16) B COPYORGNAL
March 10, 1997 .
RECEIVED

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners .
¢/o Federal Communications Commission APR 2 1997
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222 Foderi ¢, .
Washington, DC 20554 Ofmu;fmns Commission

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Platte City Middle School PTSA to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system,

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and

appear more frequently during the course of a program,;

. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,

Tarnn ) Lt
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC CWM ECE’VED
¢/o Federal Communications Commission APR 2 ',”7
Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street NW, Room 222 Pl Communogg g,
Washington, DC 20554 Ot o Socruay "8 0"
o-mail address: vchip@fec.gov

97-5 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

1 am writing io voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveye released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following;

¢ The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system,

¢ The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, mmprmmnmﬂyplaeedonﬂxescrem,andappwmre
frequently during the course of a program;

¢ The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

. :fnyraﬁngsystanappmvedbyﬂmFCCbewa!uamdbymdependmtresmmhtodetennincifitmeetsthcneeds
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families. . No. of Copies rec'd
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March 7, 1997 Office of Secrstary

chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
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= 3 %

1919 M Street, NW, Room 222 : m = %

Washington, D.C. 20554 QR . l) g

RE: CS Docket # 97-55, FCC 97-34 DOG(E‘“-EWY — ~ 7:;

Rl _— E

‘Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: fg = ;::
As a 25 year member of PTA, I have actively participated in
numerous efforts to make television responsive to and sensitive of

the needs of children and youth.

I have worked equally to make
parents informed consumers who can more effectively monitor the
television viewing done by their children. The effort to provide
parents with better tools through the V-chip and a rating system is
long overdue. Nonetheless, I must join my PTA colleagues in
opposing the rating system which has been presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Implementation Group.

The major surveys conducted in the fall of 1996 demonstrate that

parents overwhelmingly prefer a rating system that gives them
information about the content of programs.

Parents can then
exercise their proper authority to select the programs they find
most appropriate for <their children to view.

To allow the
television industry to evaluate at what age children are ready to
view any particular program is intrusive, paternalistic, and
ultimately useless.

I urge you to take the following actions.

¢ Do not approve the industry’s rating system of any system
which fails to provide content information.

¢ Require a V-chip band broad enough to all parents to receive

more than one rating system.

¢ Require the rating icon to be more prominently and more
frequently displayed.

¢ Require the rating board to be independent of the TV
industry and inclusive of parents.

¢ Require independent evaluation of any rating system.
Sincerely,

/Ay .

Anne Thompson
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NEW JERSEY PTA Maseh 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St NW, Rm._ 222  REGENE
Wash. D.C. 20554 DOGKET FAE COPY ORIGIAL D
Dear Chairman Himdt and Commission: APR 2 1997

Fedea; Gomm
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 - omaatcaions urssion

wrmngsc)‘\ theNauonalPTA,theNemeeyPTAanduamanberofthe
Au 0 <,.\u, oot Y to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented By JackValezm,chauoftbeWRahngImplanamuonwap on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parenis information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 1s best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
comtent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and mudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently piaced on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system appruoved by the FCC be evaluated by independeni
research to determine if it meots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families. —_—

Sincerely, \L\(\\L\ uuzq u /1 OL
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Commmnications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222

~ REG
Wash. D.C. 20554 . CCEIVE
OCHET FLE COPY RIGNA. D
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: APR 2 109
Fa

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 . o OAmuN0n Comggigy

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
Wﬂﬂb 7 to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
comtent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

3o and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include comtent information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more fi y during
the course of a program; =

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include

parents. Further, that any rating system upproved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and

Sinreraly
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

¢/o Federal Communications Commission R E
1919 M St NW, Rm. 222 - CElvep
Wash. D.C. 20554 oOOET FAE CONY ORIGNAL PR 2 e
. - F )
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: i cmgflﬁm Commisgiop

‘RE: CS Docket Neo. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the

gy Coanci| pp PTH to voice my oppoaition to the v-chip rating system
up:esen!edbyJackValemx,chmrofﬂ:eTVRaimgImplementahonGmup,onJm 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 1s best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contenx information about the program. Any rating system without
cemtent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Vielence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment o) an issue so important to children and

sornilics. v |
Sincerely: AL/Q/\—/ ( B 160N L
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission F?E’(';
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 El VED
Washington, DC 20554 Ap
DOCYET FILE GOPY ORBNM- R 2199
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Pl Commu 1008 Commige
s”'lhly 8ion

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local Van Buren Middle School PTA to voice
my oppaosition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves baséd on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rati?g system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
K/// LIt
Buren,! Arkansas /
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 o
DOCKETFLECOPYORGINAL  apn 2 1997

A Federai Cummuniastions Gowiission

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 - Offios of Secretary
, I am wrifing on oftheNaﬁomlPTA,theNewJ&seyPTAandasamzmberofthe
_Jﬁa dr Sepoc. P7H  to voice my opposition to the vchip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S.NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives based on content informaiion about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling 15
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating sysiem appruved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue 8o important to children
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RECE'VED
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W,, Room 222 ' APR 2 1997

Washington, DC 20554
OR\GW"’" communlcat!om Commission
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: mmm of Secretary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 e

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the 7% 4,
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chxp r{tmg system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, 1s required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportumty toeomment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, [ - ///

I
Your Name
Town, State
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RECE'VED

c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 ApR 219

i ,DC 20554 . )
Washington m FLE m Omm Federai Commuynicstions Cammission
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: G Offios of Secretary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and m‘;‘ﬂgfsfm%ﬂ, dis-

trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating systtm as presented by Jack
Valent, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act 0f 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

*» That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
A"

Sincerely, .
fi e I~ AT o eetf
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners REGE‘VED

¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W,, Room 222 ApR & 1997

Washington, DC 20554 . : .
N mw Faderal Communicigions Commiseion

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: m “.E Oftos of Seoreary |

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 oTR

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the East b n \( (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on. January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chii-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cariy
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutéry
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.1 (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

+ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC

should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by mdepcndem research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

‘hank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

ncerely, .
Jo-Row Coria

3ur Name
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RECE'VED
¢/o Federal Communications Commission 2
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 APR <1997

Washington, DC 20554 m mm W Faderai Communications Commission

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Office of Secretary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the §_pg&gs PTA _ (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valend, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997  The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincer;ly,
A MW
Your Name Maria Gono ]ws

Town, State  Ea¢4 r\'u.n,‘;‘\'cn\ IQ\(
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